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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill In the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention, was 
made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-5, 8, and 1 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over SAVOIE (6,571 ,051 ) in view of BEADLE et al. (6,842,897). 

As per claim 1 , Savoie teaches the claimed image editing device. (Savoie, figure 
1 , column 1 , lines 22-26) comprising "an image editing program" (Savoie, column 3, 
lines 43-45) "a lower resolution proxy of a higher resolution image" (Savoie, column 3, 
lines 29-32; column 1, lines 33-36), the image editing program generating a batch of 
commands corresponding to edits made on the proxy" (Savoie, column 3, lines 51-54). 
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It is noted that Savoie does not explicitly teach "a server which provides the application 
program and data to a clienf as claimed; instead, Savoie's application program and 
data are provided in the video tape recorder 101 and the floppy disc drive 107; however, 
Savoie's video tape and the floppy disc for storing the data and the editing commands 
suggests the possible use these data on different remote computer systems. 
Furthermore, Baedle teaches that the transmitting of application program and data 
between the remote computer system such as from the server to a client is well known 
(Baedle, column 4, lines 7-9). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art. In view of the teaching of Baedle, to configure Savoie's system as claimed by 
provide the edit program and data on-line to the client by a server because it will reduce 
the need to installing the edit programs on the client's system and enhances the 
resouce of edit programs run in the client's computer by linking a plurality of stand-alone 
systems through a server .(Baedle, column 4, lines 6-10). 

Claim 2 adds into claim 1 "programmed to await the receipt of a batch of 
commands" which Savoie teaches in column 6, lines 25-30 (Savoie system 301 
processes the full resolution video data from the command list prepared in the remote 
system 101 with the lower resolution video data). It is noted that Savoie does not 
explicitly teach "a server which provides the application program and data to a client" as 
^claimed; instead, Savoie's application program and data are provided in the video tape 
recorder 101 and the floppy disc drive 107. Baedle teaches that the transmitting of 
application program and data from the server to a client is well known (Baedle, column 
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4, lines 7-9). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, in view 
of the teaching of Baedle, to configure Savole's system as claimed by provide the edit 
program and data on-line to the client by a server because it will reduce the need to 
installing the edit programs on the client's system and enhances the resouce of edit 
programs run in the client's computer by linking a plurality of stand-alone systems 
(Baedle, column 4, lines 6-10). 

Claim 3 adds into claim 2 "programmed to receive a batch of commands from the 
client and use the batch of commands to edit the higher resolution version of the proxy" 
which Savoie teaches in column 6, lines 25-30 (Savoie system 301 processes the full 
resolution video data from the command list prepared In the remote system 101 with the 
lower resolution video data). It is noted that Savoie does not explicitly teach "a server 
which provides the application program and data to a client" as claimed; instead, 
Savole's application program and data are provided in the video tape recorder 101 and 
the floppy disc drive 107. Baedle teaches that the transmitting of application program 
and data from the server to a client is well known (Baedle, column 4, lines 7-9). It would 
have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, in view of the teaching of 
Baedle, to configure Savole's system as claimed by provide the edit program and data 
on-line to the client by a server because it will reduce the need to installing the edit 
programs on the client's system and enhances the resouce of edit programs run in the 
client's computer by linking a plurality of stand-alone systems (Baedle, column 4, lines 
6-10). 
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Claim 4 adds into claim 3 "programmed to store the commands that have been 
received as an edit history" which Savoie teaches in column 5, lines 31-32. 

Claim 5 adds into claim 4 "the server is programmed to use the edit history to roll 
back changes in response to a request by the client" which the cited references do not 
teach. However, it would have been obvious to use the edit list to roll back changes 
because Savoie stores all the EDL in the memory 302 and these EDL can be modified 
to roll back changes as decided (column 7, lines 2-42) to recover the original data. 

As per claim 8, Savoie teaches the claimed image editing device (Savoie, figure 
1 , column 1 , lines 22-26) "means for transmitting a lower resolution proxy of a higher 
resolution image to a client" (Savoie, column 3, lines 29-32; column 1 , lines 33-36), the 
image editing program generating a batch of commands corresponding to edits made 
on the proxy" " (Savoie, column 3, lines 43-45, and 51-54). It is noted that Savoie does 
not explicitly teach "a server which provides the application program and data to a 
client" as claimed; instead, Savoie's application program and data are provided in the 
video tape recorder 101 and the floppy disc drive 107. Baedle teaches that the 
transmitting of application program and data from the server to a client is well known 
(Baedle, column 4, lines 7-9). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art, in view of the teaching of Baedle, to configure Savoie's system as claimed by 
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provide ttie edit program and data on-line to the client by a server because it will reduce 
the need to installing the edit programs on the client's system and enhances the 
resouce of edit programs run in the client's computer by linking a plurality of stand-alone 
systems (Baedle, column 4, lines 6-10). 

As per claim 1 1 , Savoie teaches the claimed image editing device (Savoie, figure 
1, column 1, lines 22-26) "execute the image editing program to perform image edits on 
the lower resolution proxy" (Savoie, column 3, lines 29-32; column 1 , lines 33-36); 
"generate commands corresponding to edits made on the proxy" (Savoie, column 3, 
lines 51-54; column 7, lines 7-9); and "upload the commands as a batch" (Savoie, 
column 3, lines 43-45, and 51-54). It is noted that Savoie does not explicitly teach "a 
server which provides an image editing program and a lower resolution proxy of a 
higher resolution image data to a client" as claimed; instead, Savoie's application 
program and data are provided in the video tape recorder 101 and the floppy disc drive 
107; however, Savoie's video tape and the floppy disc for storing the data and the 
editing commands suggests the possible use these data on different remote computer 
systems. Furthermore, Baedle teaches that the transmitting of application program and 
data between the remote computer system such as from the server to a client is well 
known (Baedle, column 4, lines 7-9). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, in view of the teaching of Baedle, to configure Savoie's system 
as claimed by provide the edit program and data on-line to the client by a server 
because it will reduce the need to installing the edit programs on the client's system and 
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enhances the resouce of edit programs run in the client's computer by linking a plurality 
of stand-alone systems through a server (Baedle, column 4, lines 6-10). 

Claim 12 adds into claim 11 "performing the image edits by displaying the proxy, 
receiving image edit inputs" (Savoie, column 3, lines 29-36); "overlaying a grid on the 
proxy, and using grid elements to compute commands in response to the image edit 
inputs" which the cited references do not teach. However, it would have been obvious, 
given the teaching of Savoie's editing full version of image data from the EDL of a lower 
version (column 6, lines 25-30), to configure the system as claimed by using a grid 
because the use of a grid provides a visual scaling representation of image in a certain 
resolution and improves the quality of the edited image through observation of the data 
in a grid coordinate when creating the edit decision list. It is noted that Savoie does not 
explicitly teach "a server which provides the application program and data to a client' as 
claimed; instead, Savoie's application program and data are provided in the video tape 
recorder 101 and the floppy disc drive 107. Baedle teaches that the transmitting of 
application program and data from the server to a client is well known (Baedle, column 
4, lines 7-9). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art, in view 
of the teaching of Baedle, to configure Savoie's system as claimed by provide the edit 
program and data on-line to the client by a server because it will reduce the need to 
installing the edit programs on the client's system and enhances the resouce of edit 
programs run in the client's computer by linking a plurality of stand-alone systems 
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(Baedle, column 4, lines 16-10). 

Claims 13-15 claim a network client, a system, and an image-editing program 
based on the computing apparatus of claim 1 ; therefore, they are rejected under the 
same reason. 

Claims 16-17 claim an article for network client based on the computing 
apparatus of claims 1-5, therefore, they are rejected under the same reason. 

Claims 18-20 claim an article for server based on the computing apparatus of 
claims 1-5, therefore, they are rejected under the same reason. 

Claim 21 adds into claim 20 "to use the edit history to roll back changes in 
response to a request" which Savoie teaches in column 6, lines 42-48. It is noted that 
Savoie does not explicitly teach "a server which provides the application program and 
data to a client" as claimed; instead, Savoie's application program and data are 
provided in the video tape recorder 101 and the floppy disc drive 107. Baedle teaches 
that the transmitting of application program and data from the server to a client is well 
known (Baedle, column 4, lines 7-9). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art, in view of the teaching of Baedle, to configure Savoie's system 
as claimed by provide the edit program and data on-line to the client by a server 
because it will reduce the need to installing the edit programs on the client's system and 
enhances the resouce of edit programs run in the client's computer by linking a plurality 
of stand-alone systems (Baedle, column 4, lines 16-10). 
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Claims 22-23 claim method of performing on-line editing based on the computing 
apparatus of claims 1-5, therefore, they are rejected under a same reason. 

Claims 24-27 claim method of performing on-line editing based on the computing 
apparatus of claims 1-5, therefore, they are rejected under a same reason. 
Claim 28 adds into claim 27 "using the edit history to roll back changes in response to a 
request" which Savoie teaches in column 6, lines 42-48. It is noted that Savoie does 
not explicitly teach "a server which provides the application program and data to a 
client" as claimed; instead, Savoie's application program and data are provided in the 
video tape recorder 101 and the floppy disc drive 107. Baedle teaches that the 
transmitting of application program and data from the server to a client is well known 
(Baedle, column 4, lines 7-9). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art, in view of the teaching of Baedle, to configure Savoie's system as claimed by 
provide the edit program and data on-line to the client by a server because it will reduce 
the need to installing the edit programs on the client's system and enhances the 
resouce of edit programs run in the client's computer by linking a plurality of stand-alone 
systems (Baedle, column 4, lines 16-10). 

RESPONSE TO APPLICANT'S ARGUMENTS: 

Applicant's arguments filed May 24, 2005 have been fully considered but they 

*> 

are not deemed to be persuasive. 
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Applicant argues that "Savoire does not teach a server/client relationship" which 
Examiner agrees. On the rejection, Savoire is cited to teach the generating of a batch 
of commands corresponding for editing of a lower resolution image of a higher 
resolution and the storing of said generated batch of commands on tape or floppy disc 
enabling to use these batch of commands on different remote computers (column 3. 
lines 29-53). The transfer data between the remote computer systems can be done 
through a physical transfer of memory devices such as tape, floppy disc; or through a 
network of client/server as well known at the time the invention was made (Beadle, 
often applications or programs may be sent to a computer from a web server across the 
Internet, column 2, lines 15-16; column 3, line 66 to column 4, line 6). Since at the time 
the invention was made, the Internet had become a cultural fixture as a source of 
information in which when a user desire to retrieve information, a request is submitted to 
a server connected to the client computer. Savoire teaches the physical transferring of 
the command batch on a floppy disc; however, at the time the invention was made, 
such physical transferring of the batch of commands on a floppy disc would have been 
done by transferring through Internet as suggested by Beadle - column 3, line 66, to 
column 4, line 20). Instead of physical taking the floppy disc from one place to another, 
the motivation for using the Internet to transfer the data provides several clear 
advantages such as lower transferring time, easy access to remote location, reduce 
human labor, ... 

Applicant argues that linking stand alone systems is irrelevant to the claimed 
invention, the key link is between the server and a client. However, all the stand alone 
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systems are linked througli Internet in which a server provides the connections between 
the would-be stand alone systems which is now called clients. The motivation for 
combining the stand alone systems in which the data transfer between themselves is 
done through a floppy disc and a client/server in which the data transfer between the 
clients through the server of Intemet is taking the advantages of Intemet as a source of 
information in which the connected users share information efficiently. 

For claims 14-21, the image editing program which provides a batch of 
commands on a lower resolution version of objects is taught by Savoire; furthermore, 
Savoire teaches the store and transfer the batch of commands on a floppy disc which 
can be used on different remote system. The transfer data between the remote 
computer systems can be done through a physical transfer of memory devices such as 
tape, floppy disc: or through a network of client/server as well known at the time the 
invention was made (Beadle, often applications or programs may be sent to a computer 
from a web server across the Internet, column 2, lines 15-16; column 3, line 66 to 
column 4, line 6). Since at the time the invention was made, the Intemet had become a 
cultural fixture as a source of information in which when a user desire to retrieve 
information, a request is submitted to a server connected to the client computer. 
Savoire teaches the physical transfening of the command batch on a floppy disc; 
however, at the time the invention was made, such physical transferring of the batch of 
commands on a floppy disc would have been done by transferring through Internet as 
suggested by Beadle - column 3, line 66, to column 4, line 20). Instead of physical 
taking the floppy disc from one place to another, the motivation for using the Internet to 
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transfer the data provides several clear advantages such as lower transferring time, 
easy access to remote location, reduce human labor, ... 

Accordingly, the claimed invention as represented in the claims does not 
represent a patentable distinction over the art of record. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded 
of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phu K. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571 ) 272 
7645. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, bipin Shalwala can be reached on (571) 272 7681 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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